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REMARKS 



Reconsideration of die above-identified application in view of die 
amendments above and the remarks following is respectfully requested 

Claims i-40 are in this case. Gaims 31, 33 and 34 have been allowed Claims 
1, 14, 26, 29, 30 and 35 have been rejected under § 102(b). Claims 2, 3, 5-9, 17, 18, 
27, 28, 37, 38 and 40 have been rejected under § 103(a). Claims 3, 12, 13, 22, 23, 27, 
28, and 32 have been rejected under § 1 12. Claims 4, 10, 11, 15, 16, 19-21, 24, 25, 36 
and 39 have been objected to. Independent claims 1 and 35 have now been amended 
to include the limitations of now-canceled objected claims 4 and 36, respectively. 
Claims 3, 13, 22 and 32 have been amended to overcome die § 112 lejecticms 
identified by the Examiner. The amendment of claim 22 also overcomes the § 112 
rejection of claim 23, wiiich is dependent fiom claim 22. Claim 2 has been amended 
to reflect amendments to claim 1. 

The cbims before the Examiner now correspond to allowable subject matter 
identified by the Examiner. 



The Examiner has objected to the specification for a minor informality. 
Specifically* die Examiner has pointed out diat die reference to Secdon 120 on page I 
of the specification should be Secdon 119(e). The specificadon has now been 
amended to address this problem. The Apphcant believes diat the specification is now 
free from the informalities identified by the Examiner. 



Obiecdons to the Socdftaidon 
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Rtlcctions 



TbeExamifierhisv^ecleddiiiittl, 14, 26, 29, 30 and 35 under { 102(b) and 
daiins 2. 3» S-9. 17» 18, 27, 28, 37, 38 and 40 under § 103(a}. V» Examiner*s 
iqecdans aie it^pectjfblly impi^^ 

preindtcing the patentability of die r^^ected cimos, die Applicant lia$^ in order to 
esqiedite the pioseeutios, cfaosea to amend iBdepeodeoC claims to coofcnm to 
allowable subject matter idcntilied by die Examiner. ^MCilically, indqpendem claims 
1 and 35 have now bccffl amended to ittcliide die limitatioaa of now-c^^ . 
claims 4 and 36, respectively. 

Tlie Applicant believes that die amendment of die daims renders moot fhe 
EyaffiinBr*s i^ectioity 

In view of die above amendmenls and remarks it is xeqpectfidly submitted diat 
independent claims 1 and 35, and bcnce also dependent claims 2^ 3, 5-11, 13-25 and 
37-40^ aie in conditioa for aUowance. Praoqit notice of allowance is it^pectfidly and 
earnestly solicited. 




M» M. Friedman 
Attorney for Applicant 
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